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remarks 

Cr.iaaCe ven^aCsasan. >u dk usbiccs , 5 «. thon C c, f iC .equaled in \iev. o! 
tin a ho ik 1 dt - t 1 i mi i 1 1 *■ i i i. o i i i - 

and undc nines urn 2'<> \ independent Jon 

* {aims 8 at has been ai » d t< ut et mine no tbstantive, ej oi in the 

s m it i us f 5 i i i s m ° h b <. ivtxkxhc reedr diut? n | t i r contact 

the t\crhmg v'k I- ij Uk length d t *. m \nu <n It. ! us l\ ms xaxxui ha this 

u i nun t P v n if i ii 1 "> u 1 H n _ v.utK no i 

<. i is iC liL u 'Xix>reni < )) uauo j i t it ^ < \\ s 

i« i i «u>n S j i ti n * n> u s t hi n> pursue claims to any subject matter 

cancelled fn» v t t i tho «. si res i uiu mm t n,->h» uu t 

Claim ? [eej » im ru - ' v * (0 

Claims 2, 3, 5. 21. 27-29, 31 and 35 stand rejected under 35 CSC § 102(b) as being 
net tp u by f v < J + S, 527,325 to Conic} t ai t Conic? es ,! I I bis rejection is 
.respee tidily traversed. 

the !\ i co that < i > v v m tut i ■> v t , eosupiC i 

tubular stj u< ni i m Ik tnhului its • < i ' a ; as CX \ ai t a 

support! layer (30) defiriu m inn n k nen (3 ux th the o en in 1 yei xl the 
' sting I , < t i i u a bonding l i!. one em i \\\ yer ( 

t d t k a 5 t a k t Cvk its ft 

examp ul o In C in <hr f t \ i •> j t. i t l u C m. u < 

28 and housing shaft 30, through which fluid can he passed in order to inflate a lateral deflection 
means such as a salloon II illation uraei Chousn . rmet a 

transition tulx *4 More pecitkail iransitiot nl, >'> ,ii « > c of in i 

! . ^ ad i I , ^ ( i t ju> i 1 I ,vo < < en vii ! 

balloon leg '8 (col 8 bn< 4*> N t t wb.erebs tl d t it? < rorn the in ui t hnn a o tl'ic 
dvd et a r, ati h si ti jK I i in *h 'ii tl, 1 x sp >m t uikss 

>n ^ hi i at i - i««u is < ix Co t bo s *■ t v I k •> 
1, line 2), 
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f\ [\> 1 A U X '": - v W O I ! > U ), I! >< i : 

In contrast, amended independent claim 2 ( - ! is drawn, in part, to a catheter comprising a 
tubular structure that comprises an overhang layer and a support layer defining an internal 
lumen, wherein the support layer is attached to the overlying layer at a bonding point arid not 

l t< ltd O tit " t J O ItO" alk. > ! li 0 h- ippoi ! , O it' 'Iv.Hi 1 i 

h ! on« the h u 1 t ! v nee pom. \ he 1 - I . sup} n i . \o m - ip mb' nnrnc ' > the 
t Hying iayet > m e portion whc : 1 i atlas tructurc i \s noted m the 

Amendment and Reply tiled on February 3. 2010. the ability of the support layer to slip relative 
h 'ioewtla ie' iv b iCntia m a ou > i tup t m > i t> ho i1e\thie 

structure with suffk nt mechanical integrity and pushubilil t ial 

catheter. Tubular structures having this configuration also reduce the incidence of kinking due to 
the relative movement of the layers with respect to one another. 

Coniey et al. do not tea s ot t a da ueture i i \ dying kn nu 

t X C ort la> I arc at iched at a bone pa pu it at sot a . along et portim and 
k em itk it\t it s i 1 i t v t be h t i n i n ela > 

Furthermore, the annular inflation shaft of Coniey is not provided in order to improve pushabitity 
or reduce kinking of a tubular structure but rather to facilitate inflation of a lateral deflection 
device. 

litis thus ! t hat Coniey eta c < chorsugi t tin feet ter recited in 
independent claim 20. and that the rejection of claims 2, 3, a .31. 27-20. 31 and 35 under 35 OSC 
§ 1 02(h) can be properly withdrawn. 

ifii f i 'i 1 i i no t <. bs n \ 

t m _\ et al it , , , 1 t <. spe<. ot lb - 

The Examiner assert that claim 30 is a produetdm-process claim. Applicant respectfully 
disagrees. In particular, applicant notes that claim 30 is drawn to the device of claim 29 
> em h m , m v vetded to the operating head'', not to the device of claim 29 made 
by a particular process. 

llu teaJum>N ot < < t 1 i 1 m > 

Claim 30 depends from, and thereby includes all the limitations of, claim 2.0. It ts submitted that., 
for at h u 1 1 n i i sm LiKm wi x to Hm n 2° ( o iL d don , k h » 
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Anwjidinent \r,vl Reply dated ^;;pH u;l>er 28, 2C»i I 

i p 1 1 t 1 "> ! 1 O ) > ' t 



( the subject i , >f < sim * I 1 ie< { < t \ 1 ut be properi\ 

withdrawn. 

< aj n + / vl nd N < '4 M<int t ^ 1 i * • I *w "< t x s 
o\ i a r v N e? i ! ,i ii, > ' ) iu il i 4 

Claims 4-7, 11-13 and 32-34 all depend, either directly or indirectly, from independent 
chum 9 and d >y a I it the limitath ? In I of Conley ct al. as it 

J . ,n u ^ v. )U I ^ set nu a ■> i , \uhi nt d 

that in dsv! >m i i < a ^ a ah would i to - tcnecied tV - a v * <n < i I mn> 4-" 1 1- 
13 and V V (linious to oat uf d f] -a the an <n he nun di t i t - t ow i mii j j d<. asa 
that this rejection of claims 4-7. 1 1-4 3 and 32-34 can thus be properly withdrawn, 

hums 4 a °s ! v a u ^ 1 v 1 w nr.paku 1 

o\-er(enk\ i I s< of !'S Patent {>,.": ~d '. R um I i i/4 This 

rejection is respectful h traversed. 

Claims 8-40, 1 19 all depei r di recti t i id< < 

A nn N w I Ik k k uujs o{ LonU"< oi .4 In ! hn > da' l 2*- ' e do > a, j ah » e 

fin i in 1\! > ! h 4i <onu us a 

s h I he 1 V) t t ii V oi i e. ;cli the i add died win; or end has in 

gaps io reinforce a tubular body, and asserts that it would have been obvious to modify the 
device of Conley et al hi view of Bagaoisan et al. "to use a coded wire as opposed to a braided 
\ i l*i t a . i u j t i \ , . t l i k N i <. \ d Km 

1 is k p t i h i in i t o ' n i ii i I t < it h i , 

i i ant <, d i d t ! <. < a H \ uii ' >< * hid rt the 

, ;t ' t H 5 t i5 i. Ml JnPI t I'M hi 5 0 ion ' i i-S-'O 1 1 7 <sr o i<o ou 

S M ik i roped at 

Cap ehi d *M feMlf ffe jj. 
A u m io ! oik v. t t s n ; i a s a w j. t a 

i s ! e Act Septen r 29, 2011. is ml i ted h ewith 
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Application No. iiV/OS^u; 

f itm b\ t | i A 't! 

Response to OOke Action snaHed March 29.. 2iU s 

Every effort has been made to put the subject application in condition for allowance. 
^ I !'n i ii I <. t nt i nm > ^ i n t! sj ^ ^ u « ^ > 

requeued io telephone the undersigned at 206.382 J 191 . 

Respectfully submitted. 
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